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Mr Gary Baughman 
Faciliues Secuon 
Hazardous Waste Control Program 
Colorado Department of Health 
4300 Cheny Creek Dr S 
Denver CO 80222-1530 

Mr MmnHestmark 
Rocky Flats Team 
U S Envuonmental Protecuon Agency 
Region Vm 
999 18th Street 
Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 

Dear Messrs Baughman and Hestmark 

92-DOE- 13575 

We wish to thank you and your staffs for meetmg with the Department of Energy/Rocky 
Flats Office (DOEIRFO) and EG&G techcal staffs on November 16,1992, concerning 
the lssue of phcrng pondmanagtment under an Intenm MeasurelIntem Remednl 
Acuon (IM/IRA), DOERFO remans perplexed about the bass  for the &rectlon from 
your offices As we stated in our November 9,1992, letter, and Qscussed at our 
November 16 meetmg, the ponds conunue to be in compliance wth permit hmmons 
imposed under the exuung Nauonal Pollutant Discharge Elunmauon System (NPDES) 
permit. 

In order to facditate d~scussaon to clanfy EPA and CDH posiuons on the dimuon to 
prepare an I M M ,  DOE/RFO w d  condmonally wthdraw the mvocahon of the Dlspute 
Resoluuon Process under the Interagency Agreement (IAG) D O W O  has made this 
decision "without preJu&ce" Further, D O W O  preserves its positton, and rese~es the 
nght to re-woke the process if DOE/RFO deems it IS wananted RFO is iniuamg this 
acuon to allow tune for dialogue between the affected pmes outside of the tune 
constriunts imposed by the dsputt resoluuon process 

DO&O rcquwts a meemg with EPA and CDH 111 the near future to dscuss several 
IssuetMconcem which need cldicauon. Several of thesc key mues are. 

1. Smce pond water quality generally meets the h i t s  unposed by the NPDES 
permit, why does EPNCDH feel an IM/IRA is a more effectwe method for 
managing the ponds and surface water? 

2 Implementauon of an IMRA is normally resented for a situatlon where there is 
an emergency or an imminent threat of release. Since the waters meet Segment 4 
water quality standards, seemingly there is no emergency or imminent threat of a 
release The need for an IWIRA, from DOES perspecuve, is not clearly 
warranted ThQ ponds ye operaung very welt under the NPDES permit, why is 
EPNCDH requesting the development of an iM/IRAS 
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3 Sincecharactenzatlon of the ponds m Operable Units 5 and 6 has just been 
inmaled, an IM/IRA at this tlme may be premature 

4 In order for DOERFO to understand the potenual unpacts of pond management 
under the IM/IRA, we need to know what EPNCDH envision as the scope of ths 
actton IM/IRA alternattves are to be identlfied cooperattvely among the parha, 
and requmments for IM/IRAs, as stated under Paragraph 150 of the IAG, are to 
be negotlated with EPA and CDH. 

DOE/RFO feels that a meettng between our office, EPA, and CDH is the next necessary 
step for your agencies to explan the reasons, bass, and elements proposed for an 
IM/IRA Clanficatlon of the posiuons of EPA and CDH III regard to the need for 
directing RFO to prepare an IM/l'RA may nulhfy our concerns, and allow us to proceed 
with the scoping of an IM/IRA, In order to reach this common understanding, we are 
ready to meet in the near future to dlscuss these mues 

If you have any questlons, please call me at 966-5918 
L 

Sincerely, 

Enwonmental Management 

cc. 
T Lukow, WMED, RFO 
C Frankh,EMB,RFO 
G Hdl, EMB, RFO 
J Dion,EMB,RFO 
G Lm,EMB,RFO 
R Schassburgw, ER, RFO 
J Pepe,ER,RFO 
N Castaneda,ER,RFO 
M. Roy, OCC&FO 
k Ramperwp; EM-453, HQ 
R Faron, =*I 1, HQ, 
W Denurn, GC- 1 1 , HQ 
J Sweeney, GC-11, HQ 
K Mmn, GC-11, HQ 

R Kaltreider, EH-222, HQ 
T Hedahl. EWM. EG&G 

A Dastt, DP-6.1, HQ 
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